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N abſtract and Metaph Feel S eculati- 
* Ne” th is hardly bible chat an 

* 4 thing ſhould ever beſo den 
ſed, or ſo ſtrongly proved; but Thoſe 
who are not very much * in ſuch In- 

uiries, will perpetually be apt to miſa 

ena what 1 laid ; and Men of Wit 
and Parts will always be able to raiſe new 
Difficulties, and perplex their Readers 
with intricate and endleſs.Diſputations. 
* Since you have not thought fit in your 
Reply, to offer any new Arguments, . but 
only to urge again the ſame Objections 
which you had before advanced, againſt 
what I perſwade my ſelf I haye already 
explained with as much clearneſs as can 
reaſonably be expected in Queſtions of 
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this Nature; I think T might very well, 
without entering into any further debate, 
have now left it wholly to the judicious 
and impartial Reader, to conſider and de- 
termine with himſelf on which fide the 
greateſt Strength of Reaſon and, Argument 
lies. Nevertfeleſs, the Candour and In- 
. with Which you Have written, 


ave once more engaged me to indeavour 


to give you ſatisfaction in this matter; by 
pointing outto!you ſome of the principal 
Inſtances, whereinyou ſeem either to have 
miſtaken the Queſtion it ſelf, or to have 
miſunderſtood my Argument upon it. But 
hereafter, unleſs any new Objectione ſhall 
be propoſes, and not merely Repetitions 
and ingenious Repreſentations of the former 


Audi t 
Difficulties, you muſt excuſe me-if. I think 
not my felt obliged to do ſo any more. 


In _repeating my anſwer to your firſt 
bjection, you cite my Words thus ; 


* To ſuppoſe any, Power or Quality of this 


kind, ari mg from or belonging to the ſeveral 
Parts of mhich the Whole conſiſts, is a direct 
and expreſs Contradition ; Whereas my 
Words were; To ſuppoſe any Power or Cua- 
iin of this kind, ee from, or belonging 
0 [ any whole Syſtem of Matter, without be- 
onging to] the ſeveral Parts of which that 


Whole conſiſts,” js 4 direct and expreſs Con- 


tradi- 


* 


„ eee 
rradictian t. I make no Js but this + Def 
is only a Fault of the Preſs in your _— * 
Let it was proper to take notice of it, be- 

cauſe perhaps every Reader will not be 
at the Pains to compare the Books; and 
it happens, as the Paſſage ſtands in your 
citation, to give a very diſadvantageæqus 
Repreſentation of my Seffe,” 


A ; 
* 


ics. 
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In your preliminary defining the Signi- 
fication of the Terms *, I cannot ſee any * rey; 
Reaſon, - (unleſs it be to perplex the Rea-?* 1 
der with a new Queſtion, Whether the Soul 
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Ahe Ane, , , , bs 
wholly foreign to the Matter at preſent in j 
Diſputes) cannot ſer! anyReaſon, I lay, | 

7 why you ſhouldaffirm that Con cio cn. 1 
not be properly implayed to fienify the ſame thing f 
with 4 Power of Thinking, unleſs by a 4 


Power of Thinking , be underſtood, not 
4 Capacity to Think, lut AFunl Thinking. 
For, the thing to be proved, being This, 
that a Diyiſible Subſlance is not capable of 

ö 2 Power of Thinking; what difference 
can it make, whether by a Power of Think- 
ing you underſtand  JFuel Thinking, or a 
Capacity to Think 2 For I preſume you will 
not deny, but whatever is proved inca- 
. pable of actual Thinkine, is alſo proved 
incapable (pardon the Expreſſion!) of a Ca- 
pacity of [ baking ; and whatever is proved 
8 429 inca- 


— 1 3 2 . 22 _ 
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"SET - 
- incapable of a Capacity of Thinking, is alſ 
_. , pravedincapableof ada Thinking. Where 
Ne there was no need of indeavouring at 
this time to perplex and multiply the 
Queſtion by any ſuch diſputable Diſtinction; 
Which kind of Difficulties, foreign to the 
thing at preſent under Conſideration, the 
who are deſirous to come at Truth, and to 
come at it the neareſt way, ou 
very carefully to avoid. | 
. .. » Conſciouſneſs, in the moſt ſtrict and exact 


ght always 


Senſeof the Word, fignifies neither a Capaci- 


ty of Thinking, nor yet Anat Thinking, but 
the Reflex AF by which I know that I think, 
aud that my Thonghts' and Actions are my 
own and not Anothers. But in the preſent 
Queſtion, | the Reader needs not trouble 
himſelf: with this Nicety of Diſtinction; 
but may underſtand it indifferently in all 
or any of theſe Significations 3 Becauſe the 
Argument proves univerſally, that Matter 
is neither capable of This Reflex Ad, nor 
of the firſt Dire# Ad, nor of the Capacity 
Ibinkiug at all. 
ale | 3 OT GER 

By an Iudividual Power | mean (in the 
Senſe that Logicians commonly uſe the 
Word Individual when they oppoſe it to 
Specifick,) ſuch a Power as is really and truly 
in the Nature of the thing it ſelf Owe Power, 
in oppoſitjon to its being ſuch merely in our 
a «Jak abſtract 
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If * 
* Een enn * 8 
abſtra# Complex Notion... For Inſtance: 
When I ſpeak of my own Conſciouſneſs, 

and call it an Individual Power I mean 
thereby to expreſs that it is really and truly 

one undivided Confciouſneſs, and not 4 
multitude of diſtin& Conſciouſneſſes addod 
together: But when I ſpeak of the Blue- 


neſs (ſuppoſe) or Rednefs, or Sweetneſs 


of a Body, as of a ſfengle Power belonging 
to that Body ; tis evident I can mean on⸗ 
ly; that it is ſuch merely in the rad 
complex Notion. or Idea I frame in my 
Mind z that is, in the ſame Senſe as we fay 
an Army or a City is One; But that really 
and indeed, it is a vaſt Multitude of Blue- 
neſſes, Redneſles, or Sweetneſſes ; or ra- 
ther (to, ſpeak ſiri@lyand properly) a yaſt 
Multitude of ſuch Parts as excite in us the 
Senſations of Blueneſs, Redneſs or Sweet- 
neſs. Now the thing to be proved, was, 
that ſuch an, Individual Power as Conſci- 
ouſrieſs, | canyot poſſibly, inhere in or re- 
ſult from a divihble Subſtance. And this 
I did prove; not by defining or ſuppoſing 
an Individual Power, to be 4 Power that 
cannot palſiblꝝ inbere in or reſult from a di- 
viſible Subſtance; (which would indeed 
have been Begging of the Queſtion;) put 
by demonſtrat img, that it would neceſſarlly 
imply a plain and direct ContradiQion, 
. fot any Power which is really Oue and 
' & BE not 
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not Many, (ſuch co your ſelf acknqiy- 
ledge Conſciouſneſs to be, b oofelliis 

bag. 15. it does not reſide f in the fingle and ſepa- 
rate Parts of the Brain,) to inhere in ot 
reſult from a divifible Subſtarice. Where- 
fore it is altogether withont Reaſon, that 
you; indeavour to. perplex your Reader, 
y. telling him that“ 4 Syſtem of Matter 
being ſuppoſed to conſiſt of Parts, and Think- 
ing being ſuppoſed to be a Power incapable of 
re ding in 4 Being that 7 of Parts, 
the Queſtion of Mautter's Thinking will a- 


pag. 11. 


1 
mount to this, Whether that which cannot 
think, can think ; When you well know, 
that I made uſe of no ſuch Suppoſition, 
but indeavoured to prove (and, I hope, 
Have proved with ſome ſtrength and clear- 
neſs) what you ſeem to inſinuate as if I 
only ſuppoſed., .. . 3 


I. You reply to my Anſwer to your firſt 
Objection ; that I it is nothing elſe but 
Argumentum ad Ignorantiam that in enu- 
merating the ſorts of Powers or Qualities of 
| Matter, 1 ſuppoſe that 4 Syſtem of Matter 
has and can bave only Powers of one ſort or 

_ kind, ſuch as Mignitude and Motion, which 
are only the Sum or Aggregate of Powers of 
tbe ſame kind ; Which, what is it elſe but 
to argue, that . becauſe we know of no other 
Powers of « different kind in Matter from 
„FVV Maęnirade 
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Magnitude and Motion, therefore it Has and 
Car have no) other Powers © Now I cannot 
think, Sir, but a Man of your Undefftand- 
ing, if yo pleaſe to conſider the Matter a 
ſecond time; will find it is by no means 
Argumentum ad Ig noramtiam. For if à 
Dis junctibn be complete, (as that in whieh 
I enumerate the ſeveral ſerts of Powers of 
which Matter is capabte; either is; or elſe 
you ought to have proved that another 
Member could be added to it, to ſhow 
that it was not ;) it contains in it all the 
poſſible particulars, as well the antnown, 
as thoſe that are ever ſo well Lum. For 
how many particulars ſcever be ſuppoſed 
to be unknown, and how impoſſible ſoever 
it be ſuppoſed to come at the knowled 
of thoſe particulars ; yet, if the Heads or 
Kinds be rightly diſtributed, they muſt of 
Neceſſity contain under them alt the. 
Tnomn particulars, as certainly as thoſe that 
are the oſt known. All the poſſible Qua- 
lities, I ſaid, or Powers of Matter, (he- 

ther known of untnonn.) muſt of Neceſſity 
be either Qualities really inhering in the 
Sulject itſelf to which they are aſcribed ; 
or Modes produced by it in ſome other Sul- 
jeT ; or elſe mere abſira® Names,  figni- 
Hing certain Powers or Effeds that do 
not properly refide in any Subject "at "all. 
Now if this Disjun&in®be true; and 
1 Thinking 


— 92 


e 2 


3 


err 
EL 
* — 


31 \ n_ a 
— — 
v 
% 


* 


z 


(40. 


Thinking A at all — Bones of 
Matter; * be confeſſed not to belong 
to eithet of: the two latter ſorts ; it mu 
of neceſſity, (how umtnomn foever the Na- 
ture of it be otherwiſe ſuppoſed to be,) 
be included in the former. And then the 
Argument holds unanſwerably good; that 
Thinking (or, if you pleaſe to ĩmagin any 
r:even yet more abſtruſe Qualities or 
Powers of Matter, even theſe alſo) as well 
as Magnitude and Motion, which I in- 
ſtanced in; and whatever elſe be reduci- 
ble to this Kind, by truly and really inher- 
ing in the Subjekt itſelf muſt of neceſſity 
inhere in all and every one of the particles 
of che Syſtem, taken ſingly as well as to- 
gether, Becauſe; as I ſaid before, to ſup- 
poſe any Power or Quality of this kind, 
ariſing from, or: belonging to any whole 
Syſtem of Matter, without belonging to 
the ſeveral Parts, of which that whole 
. conſiſts, is a direct and expreſs; Contradi- 
ction: Tis ſuppoſing: either an Unrverſal 
to exiſt, without Particular; or an F fed? 
to be Tre without a Canſe, or to have 


more in it than was in the — or that 
a Quality is by the Power of God. made fo 
to ariſe but of Nothing, as to be ſuperad- 
ded to a Subj jet, and to ſubſiſt 2 3 15 
inhering in that Subject to: which it is at 
the fame time ſuppoſed to belong. 


To 
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Pober 47% atter, without, be 
ing! 70 ths Parts of which the Whole conſiſt. 

is not to f. ſuppoſe e an Univerſal to exif with- 
ont Partich fs. but a 5 rticular Pomer 


iſting, to which ſeveral Particular P 
contribute; as" every Man is 4 Particu- 


lar Man, * though Lario Powers are. ve 
ceſſary to conſlitute him. of that. Species. 


But, Sir, if that Whole or reſult, , Which 


you call a Particular Power, be entirel 

and Specifically different from all and every 
one of the particular Powers conttiduriy 

to it 3 as. Thinking manifeſtly is, from a 

the Powers of particles not indued w ith 
Thought; you will find, if you pleaſe to 
confider mY carefully, that tis as certain 
and evident as any 4. ithmetical Demon- 
ſtration, that fuch a Particular Power! 8 4 

Whole bigger than all its Parts; à Hola, 
that contains ſomething in it befides, All 
and every one of its "Parts ; that is, I 
think, an Univerſal without particulars. 
It is exactly as it you ſhond aſſert, that a 
Smell and a Colour could be joyued toge- 
ther to make up a Sound; or as it Hard- 
neſs and Figure could be the particulars 
contributing. to Dong tote as Motion, A 
Man, if you mean the whole Man, the 
Thinking Perſon; (as the Reader may be 


apt to think you go ) and ſüppaſg dien 
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Whole: But if vou mean, 


to be conſtituted of mere Matter, whoſe 
' lingle particles are, none of them, indued 
with Thought ; is ſuch a contradictory 


(109 


? (as you ſeem 
to do,) the Body. only, with its Mechani- 
cal Powers; then there is nothing in it, 
differing from the Powers of the ſingle 
Parts ; except only the bare Name, the 
Abſtract Notion of its being a Wie ; 
which is. a.complex Idea in our Mind ; but 
in the Thing it ſelf tis nothing at all, but 
its being the Sum of the Magnitudes, Fi- 

res, and Motions of all the ſeveral parts; 


from which conſtituent parts no Whole can 


0 


(without an evident Contradiction) differ 


any otherwiſe, than as J Numbers a 
Thouſand differs from Ten hundred, or as 


in Weights a Pound differs from Sixteen 


'Ounces, or as an Army differs from all the 


Alen that compoſe it; that is, in nothing 
but the bare Name. 


"You add: Neither is it 4 fuppoſme 


2 Effet produced without 4 Cauſe : For 
' the ' different. Powers in the, fogle and 


atter, by 


ſeparate Parts of 4 Syſtem. of 


uniting in one Operation or Power to operate, 
are the Cauſe of the Exiſtence of that Power 


which did not exiſt in the Particles ſingly 
conſidered. And thus in thoſe Particles 
which compoſe the Brain, &c. Now here, 
Sir, I really cannot but wonder, how 


| 2 Gentleman fo well skilled in Philo- 


ſophy, 


* 
. 


"T3 
ſophy, as you are, can ſuffer himſelf to 
be impoſed upon by ſo very groſs and paly 
pable a Fallacy. - For though the different 


Powers in the ſingle and ſeparate Parts of 


a Syſtem of Matter, (as, for inſtance, their 
Magnitude, Situation, Figure and Moti- 
on,) may, by uniting in one Operation or 
power to operate, be the Cauſe of the 
Exiſtence of another Power of the fame 
Species, which did not exiſt in the Parti- 
cles ſingly conſidered. that, is, may con- 
ſtitute another Magnitude, another Figure, 
another Motion, than was. in the rele 
Particles; jaſt as twenty different Num- 
bers added together, . conſtitute a new 
Number different from any of the Parti- 
culars: Yet thoſe Powers cannot, without 
an evident Contradiction, be the Cauſe of 
the Exiſtence of any other Power af a 
different Species; (as Thinking is confeſled- 
ly of a different Species from Magnitude, 
Figure, Motion,or whatever other properties 
may belong to Unthinking Particles of 
Matter ;) for the ſame reaſon as the Ad- 
dition of different Numbers in Arithme- 
tick, cannot without a manifeſt Contradi- 
fion, be the Cauſe of the Exiſtence of a 
Line or a Figure; or the mixture of Taſts, 
conſtitute a Colour; Namely, becauſe thus 
the Efe# would contain more in it than 


was in the Cauſe; that is, ſomething 


would 
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World! "wihout any Efficient, be __ 
det de i lik matifier; Though 
the. Giffe Fifferent Bowers in the fing gie and A 
arge Parts of A Syſtem of Matter (their 
eee fa phoſe, Situation; Figure and 
Motion,) may/-=by uniting in One Opera 
tif or Power £6 operate, be the cauſe of 
ele Pxiſtende bf d Polver o deckt | ſome fo- 
rebar. Snb/Honde, poet 5 did not exiſt 
in the Partides fig confidered'; that is, 
certait 1 beg n T. Moy; may prick the 
Sah chuſe Pain which Wegele ones 
eduld not di of may firike' the Eye fo as 
to cite" the Sebfation of blew or red, 
which the ſiligie ones eo ndr do; Juſt 
291 Wedge way force "HF a palfage, 
Where's Body of ſome other Thape could 
not: Let thoſe - Powers 'edfinot;; without 
an evident Cöntratickion, be the Cauſe of 
. any new Quality really 
g in the Subject rtſelf'; „(a8 Thinking 
es bo is 4 Q Tat Teal inhering in 
the Thinking | Bebgy "and not barely 
an afra Notion, or Power of Affedting 
ſore forei reign Sibſtarice ) for the ſame Rea- 
ſon as the ſharpening of the point of 4 
Needle, cannot poſſibly be the Cauſe that 
the Needle itſelf ſhould: feel pain. 4 
From hence it eaſily appears how de- 


* pag. 14. fective your Similitude is *, when you 


| Toy it is uo Contradiction to ſuppoſe a Power 
ariſmg 


mme“ 


* — 


643.2 

riſing from Matter, without belonging to 
of 1 7 which the Whole conſiſts 5 no 
more that to conceive that 4 Whole is not the 
ſame with a piece of a Clock; wherein the 


Power reſulting from the different contribu- 


ting Powers in the Syſtem, neither belongs 3 


any Part of the ſtem when conſidered. hy it 
ſelf, nor is it of the ſame ſort or kind with 
any Power in any part of the Syſtem. For 
that which you call the Power of a Clock, 
to ſhow. the time of the Day, is evidently 


nothing in the Clock 100 5 but the Figure 


and Motion of its Parts; and conſequent- 
ly not any thing of a different ſort or kind 
ſrom the Powers inherent in the Parts: 
Whereas Thinking, if it was the reſult. of 
the Powers of the different parts of the 
Machine of the Body, or. of the Brain in 
particular, would be ſomething really in- 

ering in the Machine it ſelf, ſpecifically 
different from all and every one of the 
Powers of the ſeveral Parts out of which 
it reſulted : Which is an expreſs Contra- 
dition, a ſuppoſing the Eßec to have 
more in it than the Cauſe. And therefore, 
though you are pleaſed to make uſe of it 
as a Similitude; yet in reality this Power 
of Thinking, which truly and properly 


inheres in its Subject, has not in any re- 


ſpect the leaſt appearance of likeneſs to the 
Pomer of a Clock to ſhow the time NN 


: 140 
day. "which j is fot $a 4b ot ATTY 
Notion 1 the M Man that behgl gi 05 


r ing. at, all really in he it 


pee. 15. In like manner, When you IP 1 it ray 
be conceived that "there may be. 4 Power 7 
all" thoſe Particles which KEY, the Brain, 
to contribute to the At of Thinking, before 
they are uxited under that Form; 3. though, 
whit} 225 are. diſunited, they have no more 
of Conſciou ſneſs, than any 4 which pro 
duces Sweetne ; in u (that is made uf of 
Parts wherein different Powers inhere) when 
under 4 particular Form, has 4 Power to pro- 
duce Sweetneſs in us, when its parts are aif- 
united and ſeparated ;, you fall again into 
the ſame Fallacy. For the Power. of a 
Body to excite in us the Idea of Sweetneſs, 
is nothing elſe but a certain Figure and 
Motion, reſulting from different Figures 
and, Motions of its original conſtituent 
parts ; Juſt as the Power of a Pin to cauſ 
Pain in us, is nothin but its Motion an 
the ſharp Figure of ; its Point, reſulting 
from different Motions, Figures and Situa- 
tions of its conſtituent parts. And if the 
Effect of the Powers, by which the ſeyeral 
8 00 that compoſe the Brain, contrj- 
ute (as your Phraſe is) to the Act of | 
Thinking, was likewiſe only the exciting 


of certain Thoughts in ſomething which 
was 


. 


(15) 
was before 'a Thinking Subſtance, your Si- 
militade would have ſomething of like: 
neſs in it. But that Particles which' in 
themſelves have no Thought, ſhould ever 
conttibute any thing towards making the 
Subſtance, which they conſtitute, a Think- 
ing Being; this T am ſure you can no more 
be able to clear from being ati expreſs 
Contradifion ; (though I doubt not but 
you can argue upon it as acutely as any 
One z) than if you ſhould undertake to 
prove, that a Solid Maſs of Marble is made 
up of Particles, which without having any 
Solidity themſelves, contribute by other 
tinknown' Powers to conſtitute a Solid 
Maſs ; or that a Foot-fquare of any Mat. 
ter, is made up of Particles, which with- 
out having any Extenſion themſelves, con- 
tribute by other different and unknown 
Powers, to conſtitute an extended Solid 
Quantity. 8 1 
And here I cannot but take notice, that 
beſides the Contradictions before - mentio- 
ned, vou Have, by chooſing to annex 
Conſcionfrieſs to fo flux a Subſtance as the 
Brain or the Spirits in it, fallen into a- 
nother very great Abſurdity. For if the 
Brain or Spirits be the ſubject of Conſci- 
ouſneſs; and the Parts of the Brain or 


Spirits be (as they certainly are, whatever 


Queſtion may be made concerning any 0- 
B riginal 


— 


2 = — 
* * W >” 
. La — w 


- —_— 


— — 
— 
— 2 —P 


22...1—7＋«—.?0( ͤ—ꝝ?•—ꝙQ m2 2 — ti— „ co roo—_—_ 2 
4 a - 
— _ 1 — - 
— — — 8 — > » - 4 x * 
— — > 


( 16 

riginal Solid Stamina of the Body.) in per- 
petual flux and change; it will follow that 
That Conſetouſneſs, by which I t ly 
Remember that certain Things were done 
mauy Years ſince, but alſo 2 Conſcious 
that they were done by Me, by the very ſame 
Individual Conſcious Being who now re- 
members them; it will follow, I fay, that 
That Conſciouſneſs is transferred from one 
Subject to another ; that is to ſay, that it 
is a real Quality which ſubſiſts without 
inhering in any Subject at all. 

But to return to the Argument before 
us. Tou ſuppofe that the Particles which 
compoſe the Brain, though | themſelves 
void of Conſciouſneſs when taken ſingly, 
may yet by other different Powers contri. 
bute towards the making up One Conſcious 
Whole. This I affirm to be, and I think 
J have proved it to be, an expreſs 
Contradiction; an aſſigning more to the 
Effect than was in the Canſe; a making the 
Whole bigger than all its Parts, and Spe- 
eifically different from All and every One 
of them. The occaſion, the common 
ground and foundation of Mens Erring in 
* Penunſtr £1115 whole Matter, I have * elſewhere 
of theBeing largely diſcovered ; and ſhall here repeat 
Aw what I think may be ſufficient to ſatisfy 
Prop. 8, an inquiſitive and unprejudiced Perſon. 
Se. 2. % Whatever can ariſe from, or be com- 

812 | ** pounded: 


aA 53 * 
. 1* ) 


doh 4 i. 139 I ein 6. 
„ Pounded of any Things; is ſtilt only 
compounded: And if infinite Compoſi- 
tions or Diviſions be made eternally, 
the Things. will ſtill be but eternally the 
* ſame: And all their poſſible Effects, 
© can never be any thing but Repetitions 
of the ſame. For inſtance : All poſſible 
Changes of Figure, are (till nothing but 
* Figure : [All ollible variations; Com- 
10 5 and Diviſions of Magnitude, are 
ſtill nothing but Magnitude :] All poſſi- 
ble Compoſitions or Effects of Motion, 
* axe; ſtill nothing but mere Motion : [All 
LP poſitions of , Magnitude, Figure and 


2tzon together, are ſtill nothin but Max- 
nitude, Figure and Motion: And how ma- 
| ny other Qualites ſoever, known or unknown, 

| the particles of Matter be ſuppoſed to be 
indued with. ; thoſe Qualities can never in 

| any Compoſition or Diviſion produce any 

| new Power ſpecifically different from them- 
ſj , ſelves, unleſs a Cauſe could give mote to 
the Effeck than is in itſe}f, And tonſe- 

1 „if the Matter of the Brain be the 

Subject in wbich Conſciouſneſs ittheres, 

That Conſciouſneſs cannot poſſibly be the 

reſult of any other known or unknown 

Powers of the ſeveral conſtituent Particles, 

| | but what muſt themſelves have been ori- 
q ginally of the ſame Speciet, that is to 475 
| : B 2 e 


18) 
ſo many ſeveral Conſciouſneſſes.] * That 
„ -which has been apt to decelve Men i in 
„ chis matter, is c; ; that they imagine 
* * Compotinds to be ſomewh geen „Ulpe- 
« cifcally different from the Things, "of 
which they are compounded. Which 
js a very great miſtake. For all the 
Things, of which Men ſo es ei- 
ther, if they, be really different, are not 
Com 8 nor E what Men 
. to be, bee ſomething 
totally diſtin"; as when the Vulgar 
* thinks Colours and sounds 0 be Pro- 
<, perties'inherent in Bodies, hen indeed 
they are purely Thoughts of the Mind: 
Or elſe, if they be really Compounds 
and Effects, then they are not different, 
but exactiy the ſame that ever they 
„ were As when two Triangles put to- 
gether make a Square, that Square is 
1 « fm. nothing but two 'Triangles'; or 
* when a Square cut in halves makes two 
„ Triangles, thoſe two Triangles are ſtil] 
only the two halves of a Square ; or 
„ when'the mixture of Blew and Yellow 
< Powder makes a Green, that Green is 
„ ſtill nothing but Blue and Ycllow inter- 
6 mixt, as is plainly viſible by the help 
of Microſcopes: : And, in ſhort, every 
thing by Compoſition, Diviſion or Mo- 
tion; is c elle but the very ſame 
| "I 
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it was before, taken eithet in whole or by 
Parts, or in different Place or Order, 

Lſo as to excite in dur Minds different com- 
plex Notiont, and | occaſion new. abſtract 
Names of "Things, but by no means to 
produce any new real Quality in the Things 
themſelves, ſuch as Conſciouſneſs is agreed 

d be, inhering truly and properly in the 
Subject it is aſcribed. to. 
The true ſtate of this Caſe, ſeems in 
brief to be This. Sometimes we conſider 

one and the ſame Quality of a, Thing, in 
different Circumſtances and Reſpects, and 
with relation to other different things ; 
which relation may be changed by the al- 
teration or removal of thoſe other things, 
And a new Effect be produced, without any 
alteration at all of the Thing it ſelf or any 

of its Qualities; And yet then we give it a 

new Name, and are apt to think that ꝝem 
Name a nem Quality. Sometimes we con- 
ſider ſevera] diſtinct Qualities of different 
parcels of Matter, together; and, becauſe 
ſome new Effect is thereby occaſioned in 
fome other Being, we give the zmaginary 
Whole a new Name, and think that ew. De- 
nomination à nem Quality. But with how 
little reaſon this is done, will abundantly. 
appear by the following Inſtances, . The 
ſame particle of Matter which makes a 


point in the Surface of a Globe, may, by 


B 3 other 
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other parts being 12 off, become the 
point of the Angle -ob a Gabe, without 
undergoing, any alteration. it ſelf; and 
Prodi af effect, which it could not pro- 
duce before : But is this truly a new Cu- 

luty or Power in the Point it ſelf > Blue and 
rw Powder, mingled together, occaſi- | 

n a new Effect, and are called by a ew 

Name, Green: But is this really a new 
Quality or Power ? is it not plainly the 
fame two Halkties, w ich they had when 
feparate, acking (till diſtinctiy, as appears 
in a Microſcope 2 That particular and de- 
teyminate degree of Velocity in a Wheel, 
hereby it turns once round preciſely: in 

twelve Hours, is that which you call the 11 

Power of 4 Clock to ſnow the Time of the. 

Day : And becauſe ſuch, a determinate Ve- 

lority of Motion is made uſe of by Us for 
the Meafure of Time, and has an abr 
| Name given it to expreſs that uſe; is it | 
| therefore really a new Quality or Power 
diſtin& from the Mation it felt? And, to 
| mention no more; When a Meight in one 
| Scale of a Balance, does, by taking out 
| 


part of the Weight that was in the other 
Scale, begin to preponderate, which it did 
not before; is this any new Quality or | 
real Power in the Weight that is not alter- 
ed, different from what it had before? 


— — 4 
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I ſhall obferve but one Thing more upon 
| this Head; and that is, that whereas I af- 
firmed every Power or Quality that is or can 
be inherent in any Syſtem of Matter, to be 
| nothing elſe than the Sum or Aggregate f ſo 
| many Powers or Qualities of the ſame kind 
inhering in all the Parts; meaning that the 
Powers inhering in the ſeveral Parts, muſt 
be of the ſame kind or Species with that 
Power, which 3s the reſult of the Whole ; 
you ſeem all along to underſtand it as if 1 
kad aſſerted that the Powers or Qualities 
inhering in the ſeveral Parts, muſt needs 
be all of the . ſame find or Species one with 
| another: Thereby. diverting your Reader 
ll from the true ſtrength of the Argument, 
| and perplexing him with that which has 
no relation to the. Queſtion ; For whether 

the Powers of the ſeveral Parts be all of 

| the ſame feind one with another, or of ever 
| ſo different kinds one from another; that 
which I affirmed, is ſtill equally certain and 
neceſlary ; that the Power of the Whole, 
being but the Sum or Mixture of the Pow- 
ers of the Parts, cannot poſſibly be of a 
Aifferent hind or Species from all the ſeve- 
| ral Powers of the Parts ; as Thinking is of 
neceſſity ſpecifically different from all and 
every one of the Powers, known or un- 
| known, of Particles which are confeſſed to 
| be void of Thought. Wherefore when you 


By ſay, 
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ae. 16. which an Egg conſiſts, doth intirely conſtitute 
the young one ; and that the Aion of Sen ſa- 
tion began under a particular Diſpoſetion of 
the Parts by Motion, without the Addition 
of an Immaterial and Immortal Soul ; is in 
every part contrary to all the Diſcoveries 
.in Anatomy, and to all true Philoſophy : 
For ſo far is it from being true, that the 
Matter of the Egg, by any particular dif- 
Poſition of its Parts by Motion, is formed 
enden en inte 


Your ſuppoſition, * that the Matter of 


* 
b £ 


gregate of Powe: 8 
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into or entirely conſtitutes the young one, 
that it does not conſtitute it at all, not ſo 


much as the Body of it; but only ſerves 


it for nouriſumene and growth : It being as 


impoſſible that the Organized Body of a 


Chicken ſhould by the Power of any Me- 
chanical Motions be formed out of the 
unorganized matter of an Egg; as that the 


Sun, Moon and Stars, ſhould by mere Me- 


chaniſm ariſe, out of a Chaos. And that 
Set ation ſhould be added to it by ariſing 
from a particular Diſpoſit ion HA the Parts by 
Motion, is (till more impoſlible ; becauſe 
it is ſuppoſing ſomething to come out of 
that, in which it never was : Than which, 
nothing ia the World can be a more ex- 
preſs Contradiction. You think it ridicu- 
lons to recur to the Addition of an Imma- 
terial and Immortal Soul; Let it be ſo: 1 
can as eaſily ſuppoſe, if you muſt needs 
have an Hypotheſis, that the immaterial 
Subſtance was not Added afterwards, but 
was in it from the beginning, from the 
time that the Seminal Principle itſelf of 
the Organized Bod was framed : And 
who ſha]l tell us when That was? The 
deeper Diſcoveries every Age makes in A- 
natomy by Microſcopical Obſervations, 
the further all theſe things are found to be 
removed backwards from the ſearch and 
common Notions even of the moſt inquiſty 
e . tive 


. 


ES) 
tive Men. Su uppofe' therefots' we could not 
ſräme any pedal Hypotheſis at all, 


when and how the in 51 principle of 


Senſation came in; yet why ought this to 
incline any Man to doudt the Truth of a 
certain Proof which hows him that 
there Is ſuch a principle; any more than 
the difficulty (Which is alt6Fetfier as great 
an one) of ute an Hypotheſis how and 
wherre the Or ganized. Body came, can 
make him isbelleve his Sale Pen e 
cover it to him? 


You tell me again, * . T have mot 


richrty en umerated the known Powers of Mat- 


ter. To prove which charge, yon repeat 
what you had before ſaid, concerning Ae- 


grezates of Powers q the fame kind; where- 


in have already ſhown that you jay ſtreſs 
upon that which is wholly foreigu to the 
Queſtion. And what you add concerning 
the particular Texture of a Body, as being 
fomething that is different from the Mag- 
#itude and Motion of its Parts, and on 
which depend certain Powers, as the Pow- 
er of the Eye, for inſtance, to be operated 
upon by external Ol ets, and to contribute 
to the Ad of 5 29k gon ; which Power, becauſe 
it ceaſes wholly upon the leaſt Alteration 


of the Texture of ay part of the Eye, tis 
evident does not inhere in the Parts of the 
Syſtem, 


i 
Syſtem, in the ſame Senſe with Magnitude 
and Motion: This alſo is altogether foreign 
to the Queſtion, For the Eye Power of See- 
ing, is not, as your Argument ſuppoſes, 
one of thoſe Powers which l ranked under 
the firſt Head, that is, a Power which 
really inheres in the Syſtem, and conſe- 
quently in all the Parts of it; But it is 
one of thoſe Powers which J called the 
third ſort, vis. which are mere abſtract 
Numes ' frenifying certain Powers or Effects 
which do not at all reſide in the Subject. For 
the Eye does not See, in the ſame'Senſe as 
the Thinking Subſtance Thinks ; But Seeing 
in the Eye, is what Magnetiſm is in the 
Load-ſtone 5 not à real inherent Quality, 
but merely a Situation of parts and pores, 
ſo as to be the occaſion of an Eſſect whol- 
ly extrinſical to it ſelf, an effect produ- 
ced in ſome other Subſtance by Rays tranſ- 
mitted through the pores of the Eye, juſt 
as the Magnetic Effluvia are through a 
Loadſtone, or Corn through a Sieve. So 
that you might exactly as well have com- 
pared the Power by which the Soul Thinks, 
to the Power by which a Sieve tranſmits 
Corn, as to the Power by which the Eye 


fees. 1 


You obſerve, * that Saying Conſcionſneſs 
is an individual Power, is but calling Con- 


Seiouſneſs 


( (a 2609 


feienſneſtiby another Name, and ot piving 
am acequnt of what GConſoiouſneſs ia, or mhere- 
mm it\ confits , mhioh in requiſite tu demon- 
{rate from Conſerenſurſe, «that Conſeiinſmſs 
cannot be added dd Being that tonfifts of 
actually ſeparate æud diftint Parts. Tis 
true ; my affirming Conſciouſneſs to be an 
individual Power, is not a giving an ac- 
count of what: Conſciouſneſs is; neither 
was it intended to he fo. Every Man feels 
and knows by experience what Conſciouſ- 
nels is, better than any Man ean explain 
it: Which is the Ceſe of all Gmple Ideas: 
And it is not at all neceſſary to define 
more particularly what it i; but abun- 
dantly ſufficient; that we know and agree 
What it i not, Viz that it is not a multi- 


tude of diſtinct and ſeparate Conſciouſ- 


neſſes ; in order to prove that ĩt does not 
and cannot inhere in a Being, that, conſiſts 
of a Multitude of, ſeparate aud diſtinct 
Parts. Tou your ſelf acknowledge that 
the parts which, conftitute»the Brain, are 
not ſeparately. and diſtinctiy conſcious 5 
that is, that the Conſciouſneſs of a Man, 
is not a Multitude of Conſtiouſneſſes, but 
Qne. This is all that T Appoje, - when T 
call Conſciouſneſs an Individual Power; 
and from hence I think it is proved ſtrong- 
ty, that Conſciouſneis cannot reſide in a 
Being that conſiſts of. a multitude of ſepa- 

| rate 
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tate and diſtinct parts: Becauſe if ĩt could, 
it malt neceſſaxily follow, either that it 
would; become a Multitude of diſtinct Con- 
ſciouſneſſes, , Contrary to the Suppoſition 
which you your felf allow; or elſe that 
an Individual Quality of each ſingle par- 
1 ticle,; would become the Individual Qua- 
73 lity of every one of the reſt likewiſe, 
which is a Contradiction in Terms; or 
elſe, that the Conſciouſneſs would be 
one power reſulting from the contributing 
Powers of all the ſeveral, ſeparate and di- 
ſtinct Particles 3 in which caſe,; it would 
be, as I have before proved in enu- 
| merating the ſeveral kinds of Powers, a 
| | 1 4bfiract Name or complex Notion, and : 
not a real Quality reſiding in any Subject , 
| at all. Tis therefore wholly-: hc 
— ag that you, ſay + My Clark” calling 
Conſciouſneſs an Individual Power, in bis . 20 
| Senſe of an Individual. Power, i. ſuppoſing ö 
that Matter cannot think ; and that vouin- 
ſinuate to your Reader, * that Conſcrouſ- 
neſs being an e Power, in Mr + pag. 20 
Clark's Senſe of thoſe Words, 27 ſuppoſing 
that it is a Power which can only reſpde in an 
Individual Being; to prove which hei has 
not ſaid any thing. but barely by calling 
e an Iundlividual Pomer. For an 
Individual Power, in my Senſe of tlie 
W does not nean in the Definition 2 


A Power 
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Power which cam only reſtle in an Irdividual 
Being but it fignifies Oye Power, in op- 
poſition to 4 Muluinde ; and 1 have 


proved that fach a Power can only re- 


ſide in an Individual Being, (not by Sup- 
poſing it, but) by redueing the contrary 
Suppoſition to an expreſs Contradiction. | 


What you ſay again *, condening Sums 
and Aggregates of Powers of the ſame hind ; 
is repeating the ſame miſtake, which l 
have before ſhown you to have fallen in- 
to, in underſtanding Powers of the ſame 
kind with one another, inſtead of Powers 
of the ſame hind ſor” Species] with the 
Whole that reſults from them. 


You are pleaſed” to entertain your ſelf 


7 23. and your Reader, upon my accuſing 


vou with ſuppoſing Sweetneſs to be in 4 
Roſe. But I hope this will appear very 
pardonable, fince it ſeemed neceſſary to 
me to underſtand you as I did, "becauſe I 
could not otherwiſe apprehend What you 
ſaid concerning it, to be pertinent to your 
purpoſe. For you compared the Power 
which reſults from the ſeveral Particles of 
a Roſe, without being in the Particles 
themſelves ſeparately "and ſi ingly ; to the 


Power which reſults from the Geral Par- 


2 of the Brain, without being in the 
Particles 


a 0 29 -\ | 
Particles themſelves ſeparately and ſingly: 
Now the, Power which you ſay reſults. 
from the difpoſitionof the ſeveral Particles 
of the Brain, is Conſeiouſneſs rej 4ing in the. 
Brain it ſelf : Either therefore by the 
power reſulting from the diſpoſition of the 
ſeveral, Particles of the Raſe, you muſt 
mean Something reſiding likewiſe in tie 
Roſe ii ſelf; or elſe your Similitade is not 
at all parallel. Now That Power which 
reſides in the Roſe it ſelf, as Conſciouſ- 
neſs does in the Brain, and yet belongs 
not to the feveral conſtituent Particles of; 
the Roſe, can neither be Magnitude, 
| nor Figure, nor Motion, (for theſe be= 
OY long to the ſeveral parts ingly z) nor 
Texture, (for That, fo far as it differs 
| from the former, is nothing but a mere 
| abſtract Notion, and nothing really in the 
Thing itſelf ;) but muſt de either Sweet⸗ 
| neſs itſelf, or ſomething elſe equally un- 
| intelligible and inexplicable. If you will 

| ſay you mean a Power not reli iding in the 

* Roſe at all, but reſulting from it; then, 

| (beſides that, as ſaid before, it is not- 
| pertinent to your purpoſe,) what is this, 
5 

| 


but 92 85 ng a Power ſubſiſting without 
any Subject at all? a were Name £ 


A 


| In my afertion; * the 3 2 
| Roſe are nothing elſe but a Number of 
q frenlar 
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it 23. ſimilar Motions or Figures, you * teil me 


f there are two things to be proved. Iſt, That 
0 the were Figure and Motion of the parts of 4 
Roſe,"do produre, or art the ſole external cauſe 


i thoſe Motions and Figures are perfectly fimi- 
lar. By Similar, I meant that they were 
ſo fat fmilar, as the Smell or Colour of 
the | Roſe was ſimilar or homogeneous : 
But whether they be fmilar, or no, is of 

no concern at all in the preſent Queſtion, 
unleſs you {till continue in your former 


And as to the other thing which you ſay 
wants proof; I think I may appeal to 
your- ſelf, whether you can find or con- 
ceive any thing elſe in the Roſe, which 


perhaps Motion of its parts. 
Tou find fault with me 1 for aſſerting 


nued and regular Operation of ſome other 
Being on Matter ; whereas, you think, it 
does not appear but that Matter gravitates by 
virtue of Powers originally placed in it by 

> God, and is now left to itſelf to act by thoſe 
Original Powers. This Opinion'of yours, 
Ils äannot but think, Sir, to be a prayer” 


of tbe Senſation cauſed by thei. zdly, That. 


miſtake about Powers of the ſame hind with 
one "another, inſtead of with the Whole. 


can be the cauſe of our Senſation, beſides 
the mere Magnitude, Figure, Situation, and 


* that Gravitation is tlie effect of the conti- 
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to begin to move 


EFX 


ſtake in yout Philoſophy. . Fo? when a 
Stone that was at Reſt, does of itſelf, 


upon its Support being removed, begin to 


fall downward ; what is it that cauſes the 


Stone to begin to move? Is it poſſible to 
be an Effect produced without a Cauſe? Is it 
impelled without any Impeller? or can a 
Law or Power, that is to ſay, a mere ab- 
ſtra# Name or complex Notion, and not a- 
ny real Being, imipell a Stone and cauſe it 

2 In any other Caſe you 
would not doubt but this implied an abſo- 
lute Contradiion, / . 


II. When in my Anſwer to your ſecond 
Objection, I ſaid that though the want of 
Individuality is indeed the ſole reaſon ur- 
ged in the preſent Argument, why a Syſtem 
of Matter cannot think ; yet that it ought 
not therefore to be ſaid that Individualiity 
is the only thing required, to render a Being a 
proper Subject of a Power of Thinking; 
(Becauſe I would nbt exclude any other 
Argument, by which other inquilitive Per- 
ſons might prove othe Conditions alſo, as 


well as Individuality, to be neceſſary Re- 


quiſites in order to aSubjef's being capable 
of Thinking :) You hereupon make the 


following Remark ; * Upon this I obſerve, 

that Mr Clark owns the Truth of my reaſon- 

ing, upon the Suppoſition, that Individuality 
C . 
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e. 23. fmilar Motions or Figures, you * tell me 
there are two things to be proved. 1ſt, That 
the were Figure and Motion of the parts of 4 
Noſe, do produre, or re the ſole external cauſe 
of #he' Senſation cauſed by them. idly, That. 
thoſe Motions and Figures are perfectly fimi- 
lar. By Similar, | meant that they were 
ſo fat ſmilar, as the Smell or Colour of 
the Roſe was ſimilar or homogeneous: 
But whether they be fmilar, or no, is of 
no concern at all in the preſent Queſtion, 
unleſs you ſtill continue in your former 
miſtake about Powers of the ſame kind with 
one "another, inſtead of with the Whole. 
And as to the- other thing which you ſay 
wants proof; I think I may appeal to cbs 
your- ſelf, whether you can find or con- 
- ceive any thing elſe in the Roſe, which 
can be the cauſe of our Senſation, beſides 
the mere Magnitude, Figure, Situation, and 
perhaps Motion of its parts. | 


1 
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„ © You find fault with me 7 for aſſerting 
. *+ that Gravitation is the effect of the conti- © Bo 
nued and regular Operation of ſome other 
Being on Matter ;' whereas, you think, it 
does not appear but that Matter gravitates by 
virtue of Powers originally placed in it by 
' > God, and is now left to itſelf to act by thoſe 
| Original Powers, This Opinion of yours, 
Is cannot but think, Sir, to be a * 
an | Take 


we nn 


& 
mm —.. YA Cw 


to begin to move 


| 
| 
; 
| | 


ſtake in your Philoſophy. . Fo? when a 
Stone that was at Reſt, does of itſelf, 
ju its Support being removed, begin to 
fall downward ; what 1s it that cauſes the 


Stone to begin to move? Is it poſſible to 


be an Effect produced without a Cauſe ? Is it 
impelled without any Impeller ? or can a 
Law or Power, that is to ſay, a mere ab- 
ſtira# Name or complex Notion, and not a- 
ny real Being, impell a Stone and cauſe it 
| In any other Caſe you 
would not doubt but this implied an abſo- 
lute Contradition. / 


II. When in my Anſwer to your ſecond 
Objection, I ſaid that though the want of 
Individuality is indeed the ſole reaſon ur- 
ged in the preſent Argument, why a Syſtem 
of Matter cannot think ; yet that it ought 
not therefore to be ſaid that Individualiity 
is the only thing required, to render a Being a 
proper Subject of a Power of Thinking; 
(Becauſe I wonld not exclude any other 
Argument, by which other inquilitive Per- 
ſons might prove othe Conditions alſo, as 
well as Individuality, to be neceſſary Re- } 
quiſites in order to aSubjet's being capable | 
of Thinking :) You hereupon make the 
following Remark ; * Upon this I obſerve, .. 
that Mr Clark owns the Truth of my reaſon- * © 
ing, upon the Suppoſition, that Individuality 
C 2 
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r only required by bim in 4 Suljed of 4 
Power of Ibinting; (you ſhould have ad- 
ded; and upon Suppoſition alſo, that a 
Particle of Matter, could be truly an Indi- 
vidual ;) but denies that I have any regſon 
to infer that Individuality ig only required, 
from the Want of Individuality's being the ſole 
reaſon urged why a Syſtem of Matter cannot 
have a power of Thinking ; Which I cannot 
help thinking to be all one, till there is a 
Difference aſſigned between only required i 
the preſent Argument, and the ſole reaſon 
urged in the preſent Argument. Now This is 
a very unfair Obſervation : Becaufe the 
Difference to be aſſigned, and which I did 
aſſign expresſly, was, between the ſole 
reaſon urged in the prefent. Argument, and 
what was only required (not in the preſent, 
but) in any new Argument whick Others 
might make uſe of. 5 -f 


. 30. III. The Oueſtion concerning the * 4 


terations of the Modes or Qualities of Im- 
material Beings, ſeems indeed to have 
ſome Difficulties in it, but not ſuch as any 
way affect our prefent, Argument. The 
Thing you objected, was, that though the 
Subſtance ↄf the Soul were proved to be 
both Immaterial and Immortal, yet it 


would not follow that it muſt be an Im- 


mortal 'Thi»-king Subſta nce, becauſe its 
| 1 2 by Thinking 


— — 


"7 1-93 

- Thinking might periſh, though its Subſtance 
did not. To this replied ; that the Pow- 
er of Thinking could no more be deſtroyed 
by any Natural Power, than the Subſtance 
it ſelf ; becauſe the Qualities or Modes of 
any Subſtance not being alterable other. 
- wiſe, than by ſome alteration in the Sub- 
ſtance it ſelf x tis manifeſt that an Indiſ- 
cerpible Subſtance not being itſelf alterable 
by. any natural Power, it muſt follow that 
neither can anv of its Qualities be altered 
by any natural Power. When therefore 
T ſaid that all its Qualities and Modes are 
| utterly incapable of being affected in any 
meaſure, or changed in any degree, by any 
Power of Nature; you had no reaſon to 
underſtand this, as if I had aſſerted, that 
an Indiſcerpible Subſtance could not be 
4Fed upon at all by any Power of Nature; 
But my meaning was, that it could not be 


ſo acted upon, as to: deſtroy, change or 


alter anv of its inherent Qualitics or Pow- 
ers; which was all that the thing in Que- 
ſtion required me to prove. And that 
this was my meaning, you might have un- 
derſtood from the Compariſon I uſed, of 


the original and perfectly ſolid Particles 


of Mitter. For as thoſe Particles, being 
(not abſolutely in themſelves, but) to any 
Power of Nature, indiſcerpible; are evi- 
dently incapable of having any of their 
SEE C 2 Qua- 
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 Quafities or Properties altered in any mea- 


fure by any Power of Nature ; that is, 
their Figure, their Magnitude; their Hard- 
neſs, and all the refpective Effects or 
Powers depending upon thefe, can by no 


natura] means be changed ; and yet you 
could not imagin me to mean, but thefe 


particles might be aFed upon, might be 
ſirnel by each other, might be removed 
this way or that way, upwards or down- 
wards ; all which makes no real alteration 
in them: So an indiſcerpible immaterial 


thinking Subſtance , though it may be 
transferred from one part of the Univerſe 


to another, though it may be aFed upon 


by a multitude of things, though it may 


have different Ideas repreſented to it, 
though the Organs of the 'Senſes may at 
times tranſmit different Species or hinder 
them from being tranſmitted to it; yet 
alt this makes no real Alteration either 
in thre Subſtance or its inherent Powers; 
nor can its Power of Thinking (which was 
the Thing in Queftion) be deſtroyed or 


altered by thefe or any other natural 
Powers, any more than the Mobility or 
- Hardneſs of the original perfectly folid 


Particles of Matter can be deſtroyed by 
any of their Actings one upon another. 
There is ſtill leſs weight in what you 


-. >>, add ; * Now till Mr Clark has a compleat 
"£3 Idea 
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Idea of both'ſorts of | Beings, [Material and 
Immaterial, ] and of their Powers and Ope- 
rations one on another; it is impoſſible for him, 
in Many Reſpets, to teil how far they can af- 
one anothers Operations. This is true in- 
deed ; but what follows from it? Becauſe, 
in Many ReſpeFs, I cannot tell how far 
they can affect one anothers Operations; 
does it therefore follow, that I cannot in 
any reſpect tell wherein they can not affect 
one anothers Operations? All that I pre- 
tend to, is to deny the poſſibility of ſuch 
Effects, as plainly imply a Contradiction; 
and this, I preſume, I may be allowed to 
do, though I were in woſt reſpecks ignorant 
how far Material and Immaterial Beings 
can affect one another 
As to the Pamer of God to deſtroy ahy 
Mode or Quality in an immaterial indiſ- 
cerpible Subſtance, I Mid nothing con- 
cerning it, neither is our Queſtion at all 
concerned in it. But ſince you have 
thought fit to put the Queſtion whether. ac- 
cording to my Principles, God can deſtroy 
1 Mode or Quality in an Immaterial Be- 
ing, without making ſome alteration in 
the Subſtance it ſelf 4 I cannot. but take 
notice, that all the Answers yon have 


made for me to this Queſtion, are ſuchas 
cannot approve, and that therefore lam 


not concerned in any of their Conſequem 
74 1. 8 3 CES. 
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ces. The | Anſwer I would make for my 
ſelf, is, that ſuppoſing God to deſtroy 
any Mode or Quality in an Immaterial 
Being, it is reaſonable to imagine that he 
muſt do it by making ſome ſuch Alteration 
in that Subſtance, as may be analogous or 
equivalent to altering the Diſpoſtion of the 
Fartsin a Material Subſtance. But you ought 
not to have jumbled F theſe two things, 
together, (which I carefully diſtinguiſhed, 
by ſuppoſing me to anſwer, that God muſt 


of the Immaterial'Snbſtamee; (to which it 
is not proper to aſeribe any Parts,) and 
thence coucluding that an Immaterial Sub- 
ſtance is as diſcerpible by the Power of 
God, as a Material Subſtance. 05 
Laſtly, you tell me * that- after all I 


make the Immaterial Thinking Subſtance 


| the one is rin, and the other indi- 
ſ cerpible, only with reſpect to the Powers 
| of Nature; but that, in reſpect of the Power 
| of God, neither is the one indiſcerpible, nor 
1 the other i murtal Your Expreſſions in this 
| whole Section lie under ſo much Ob- 
ſeurity, that L can hardly be ſure whether 

| I underſtand you right or not. But if 
this be your Senſe ; J confeſs I do indeed 
make 


do it by making an Alteration in the Parts 


to he in no other Senſe Immortal, than I 
make the original ſolid Particles of Matter 
to / be indiſcerpible; that is to ſay, that 


lee 


"Re 


make it ſo; and I ſuppoſe no conſiderate 
Man ever made the Soul mortal in any 


other Senſe. For though I believe it is 


not - diſcerpible, even by the Power ot 


God ; yet He is undoubtedly able to de- 
{troy it either by aunibilating it, or perhaps 


by otherwiſe deprivizg it of all its Faculties, 
in ways which we can know nothing of. 


IV. To the Difficulties ariſing from the 


Suppoſction of Immateriality not excluding 
Extehſton z'T anſwer,” rt 
1. That all theſe Difficulties are wide 


of the main Queſtion. For if tae forego- 


ing Proof, that Matter is incapable 


of Thinking, cannot be ſhown to be de- 


fective 3 it follows neceſſarily that the 
Soul maſt be an Immaterial indiſcerpible 


Subſtance. But the Difficulties that ariſe from 
any following Hypotheſes concerning other 


Properties of that Immaterial Indiſcerpible 
Subſtance, as whether it be Extended or ©s- 


extended, whether it ever acts wholly ſepa- 
rate, or always in ſome material Vehicle, 
finer or grofler. and the like ; the Difh- 
culties, I ſay, that ariſe from any of theſe 
particular Hypotheſes ,” affect only the 


particular Hypotheſes frem which they 
ariſe, and not at all the foregoing ge- 


neral Proof I take jt to be demon- 


ſtrated, chat the Soul- is an T#material in- 


C 4 diſcer- 
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diſcerpible Fubſtance: He that thinks the 
' Difficulties ariſing from the Suppoſition of 
that Immaterial indiſcerpible Subſtance be- 
ing Extended, to be unſurmountable; may 
try if he can find fewer Difficulties in ſup- 
poſing it Uzexterded ; And he that thinks 
the Difficulties that ariſe from ſuppoſing it 
Dnextended, are not to be got over; may 
try to ſolve the difficulties that ariſe from 
ſuppoiltg it Extended: But the main Ar- 
gument remains firm either way; and no 
difficulty ariſing from following Hypo- 
theſes can be fo great, as to leſſen the 
force of the foregoing poltiye Proof. 
2. But conceiving Immateriality not to 
exclude Extenſion, and ſuppoſing the Dit- 
ulties ariſing from that Hypothefis to 
be ſueh as could not be clearly anſwered ; 
vet this would not weaken the fore- 
going Proof, unleſs that Argument 
could otherwiſe be ſhown to be in it ſelf 
fate ev: or there are many Demon- 
ſtrations even in abſtra@ | Mathematicks 
themſelves, which na Man who under- 
"ſtands them can in the leaſt doubt of the 
certainty of, which yet arc attended with 
difficult Conſequences that cannot perfect- 
J be cleared, The infinite Diviſibility of 
Quantity, is an Inſtance of this kind. Al- 
ſo the Eternity of God, than which no- 
thing is more ſelf. evident; and yet 72 
oy 41 © ick 
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Difficulties conſequent -upon it, are ſuch 
as have reduced molt of the Schoolmen to 
entertain that unintelligible Notion of a 
Nunc Stans. And his Immernſfity, attended 


with much the like Difficulties. 
2. But neither is this the true ſtate of the 


Caſe. For the Difficulties ariſing from the 


Suppoſition of Immaterial indiſcerpible Ex- 


tenſion, are by no means like thoſe before 


mentioned. Space, (which you unphilo- 
ſophically call the meer Abſence of Bodies, 
and yet confeſs it to be poſitively infinite,) 


is without difficulty confeſſed by you to be 
an Inftance of ſuch an Extenſion; An 


Extenſion whoſe Parts (improperly ſo cal- 
led) depend on each other for their Exi- 
ſtence, not only becauſe of its Infinity, but 
becauſe of the Contradiction which a Sepa- 
ration of them manifeſtly would imply. 
And the only Thing required in the pre- 
ſent caſe, is, to conceive that God can 
create a finite Subſtance, - which ſhall not, 


like the ſolid, rigid, determined Extenſion 


of Matter, conſiſt of Parts which are actu- 
ally ſo many diſtin Beings, independent 
on each other for their Exiſtence ; but be 

a Subſtance perfectly and eſſentially One. 
ſo that to ſuppoſe any Diviſion of it, ſhall 
neceſſarily infer a Deſtruction of the Ef- 


ſence of that Subſtance. This muſt indeed 
be confeſſed to be a conſiderable Diſfſeul- 


culty: 


* pag. 4 
p. 44- 


culty: But if the difficulties ariſi ing upon 
any Other Hy potheſis, be (as they cer. 
tainly are) 4 leaſt as great; nothing can 
thence. be inferred to the weakening of the 
foregoing Proof, 

Your a plying the endow; by which 
I proved at Matter could not Think, in the 
ſame Words, to prove that neither could 
Immatcrial Subſtance be capable of Think- 
ing; is fallacious in the firſt Sentence. For 
the Suppoſition of the Subſtance. being by 


the Porver of God diuided into two Parts, 


which concerning Matter is confeſſed to be 


always poſſible, may concerning Immate- 


ria] Subſtance (even though Extenfion be 
not excluded) be denied to be poſſible, as 


being a Suppoſition; which - deſtroys the 
arp F forte of the ſubſtance itſelf. | 


* 8 As to your lat Difficulty concerning 


Annes. [ anſwer, that your Dis junction is 


z ill) imperfect, when you ſay they muſt 


and again, either neceſſarily be annihilsted ſome time 


or other, or elſe be capable of Eternal 
Happineſs 46 well 4. Mew. For though 
they ſhould never be annihilated, yet why 
muſt they needs be capable of Eternal 


Happiueſs ar well xs Man ; any more than 


their preſent Subſiſting. implies that they 
muſt needs be capable ofthe Expe- 


Ree: and Condit of eternal . 
es 9 
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neſs, « well as Man 2 But what is all this, 
to our purpoſe > Cannot God, if he plea- 
ſes, cauſe them to periſh at the diſſoluti- 
on of their Bodies ? Or cannot he, if he 
pleaſes, annihilate them at any other time, 
when he ſhall ſo think fit? Or cannot he, 
if he pleaſes, without ever annihilating them 
at all, diſpoſe of them into States ſuitable 
to their particular Natures ; which yet 
may in no propriety of Speech be tiled a 
Capacity of eternal Happineſs, as that of 
Mar is? 415 | | 


Having thus at large indeavoured to 
give you particular Satisfaction, in every 
one of the Difficulties you propoſed ; I 
ſhall conclude with briefly repeating the 
Strength of the Argument, in a few 
plain and eaſy Propoſitions; and ſo leave 
it to the judgment of the inquiſitive and 
impartial Reader. tl 
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A, TOte ; by Conſcioufneſs in the following 
VN Propofitronts, the Reader may inder ſtand 
mdiffer-utly either the Reflex Act, by which a 
Mun knou's his Thoughts to be his own 
Theughts; (which! is the fri and propere /f 
. Senſe- of the Mord ;) or the Direct Act of 
ene ; or the Power or and of 
Thinking; or (which, is of the ſame in | 


* 


on, or of beginning Motion by the Will: The 
Argument holding equally in all or any of theſe 

Gees; as bay been befor fade. 
1902 Cit HO rHengs ting vor ig 
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a enen land 


Every Syſtem of Matter conſiſts of 

a Multitude of diftinct Parts. * | 

hap 1771 MLL 902 JO 20 M9DNH SH © 70 
This, I think, is granted by Al. 


II. Wo 


Every real Quality inheres in ſome 
Subjekt. 


This alſo, I think, is granted by All. For 
whatever is called a Quality, and yet inheres 
not in any Suljeck, muſt either ſubſiſt of it 

elf; and then it is a Subſtance, not a Quality; 
Ir elſe it is nothing but a nere Name. 5 


— 
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| | 0 import, 
ſimple Senſation; er the Power of Self Moti- 
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III. 


No Individual or ſingle Ouality of 
one: particle of Matter, can be the 
| Individual or ſingle. Quality of ano- 


i ther particle. 
( 


\ 


The Heat of one particle, is not the Heat 
of another. The Gravity, the Cobur, tlie Fi- 
gure of one particle, is not the ſame indivi- 
dual Gravity, Colour or Figure of another par- 
ticle. The Conſcionſneſs or Senſation of one 
particle, (ſuppoſing it to be a Quality of Mat- 
ter ,) is not the Conſciouſneſs or Senſation of 
another. If it was; it would follow, that the 
ſame thing could be Two, in the ſame ſenſe, 
and at the ſame time, that it is but One. 

Not? ; From hence may be drawn an evi. 
dent Contutation of that abfurd Notion which 
| Mr Hobbs Suggeſts in his Phyſicks, (chap. 25, 
} Seck. 5,) that All Matter is eſſentially endued with 
an obſcure actual Senſe and Perception, but that 
there is required a Number and apt Compoſi- 
| tion of parts to make up a. cl-ar and diſtin& 
: Senſation or Conſciouſneſs, For from this Noti- 
| on it would follow, that the reſulting Sex/ation 
| or Conſczonſneſs at laſt, being but One diſtinct 
Senſation or Conſciouſneſs, (as is that of a Man; 
the Senſation or Conſcronſneſs of every One © 

the conſtituent particles, wonld be the indi. 
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py vidual Senſation or Conſciouſneſs of All and 
Each of the reſt. Q 3010 Th 
IV. 
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IV. 


10 Every real Simple Quality, that 
reſides in any whole material Syſtem, 


rehdes in Al 
ſtem. 


the Paris of that Sy» | 


y © Ihe Magnitude of every Body, is the Sum 
of the | Magritiides of its ſeveral Parts. The 
r Motion of every Body, is the Sum of the Moti. 
which 1 Of its ſeveral Pits. The Weight of every 
ceuauſes in Boch, is the Sum of the Weights of its ſeve- 

rhe Sen- ral Parts, The * Heat of every Body, is the 
ation 5 Heat of its ſeveral Parts, The Colour of every 
Sy * Body, is the Colour of its ſeveral Paits. And 
Magnitude the ſame is univerſally true of ev#ry Simple 
and Figure, Quality reſiding in any Syſtem. For reſiding 
which in the hole, and not reſiding in the Put“, 
cauſes par. js refiding in a Thing, and net reſiding in it, at 


101 T% 
Rays to be the ſame time. 
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Every. real Compound Quality, that 
reſides in any whole material Syſtem, 
is a number of ſimple Qualities re- 
ſiding in all the Parts of that Sy- 
ſtem; ſome in one part, ſome in 
another. wary Uo thy 


T7 | 
* — # » 


Thug 


as” -— 2x 
e F 1 


(03823) 

Thus in the Inſtance of mixt Colours; When 
the Simples, Blue, ſuppoſe, and Tellow, make 
the N hole appear Green; In this Caſe, That 

Por tion of the Syſtem, in which any one of the 
particular Simple Qualities reſides, is a V Hole 
Syſtem with reſpect to That Quality; and 
the Quality reſiding in it, reſides in the feve- 
ral Particles of which That Portion of the H- 
fem is conſtituted ; And ſo of the refſt. 


VI. 


- Every real Quality, Simple or 
Compound, that rejults from any whole 
material Syſtem, but does not reſide 
in it, that is, neither in All its di- 
ſtinct parts, nor in All the parts of 
ſome Portion of it, according to the 
Explication of the two foregoing 
Propoſitions ; is the Mode or Qua- 
lity of ſome Other Subſtznce, and 
not of That. 1 


All ſenſible ſecondary Qualities, Heat, 
Colour, Smell, Tafte, Sound, and the like, are 
of this kind; being in reality not Qualities of 
the Bodies they ate aſcribed to, but Modes 
of the Mind that perceives them. 140; 
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Every Power, Simple or Compound, 


that teſt ults from any whole material 


Syſtem, but does not reſide in it, 


that is, in All its parts, in the man- 
ner before explained; nor yet re- 
ſides in any Other Subſtance, as its 
Subject; is no real Quality at all; 
but muſt either be it ſelf a real Sub- 
ſtance, (which ſeems unintelligible ;) 
or elle It 1s nothing. but merely. an 
abſtraci Name or Notion, as all V- 
mverſals are. 8 
Thus the Power reſulting from the Tetture 
of a Roſe, to excite in us the Senſation of 
Sweetneſs, is nothing but an ab/tra# Name, 


ſignifying a particular Motion and Figure o 
certain parts emitted. The Power of Clock 


to ſhow the Hour of the Day, is nothing but 


one nem Complex Name, to expreſs at once the 
ſeveral Motions of the parts, and particularly 
the determinate Velocity of the laſt Wheel to 
turn round once in twelve Hours : Upon the 
ſtopping which Motion by the Tbuck of a 
inger or any other Impediment, without 
making any Alteration at all in the Number, 
Figure, or Diſpoſition of the Parts of the 
Clock, the Power wholly ceaſes: and upon 

i removing 


* 
” 4 > 
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( 
removing the Impediment, by which nothing 
is reſtored but mere Motion, the Power returns 
again, which is therefore no new real Quality 


of the Whole, but only the mere Motion of the 


Parts, The Power of a Pin to prick, is no- 
thing diſtinct from its mere Figure permit- 
ting it to enter the Skin. The Power of a 
FWerght in ops Scale of a Balance, to aſcend 
or deſcend, upon increafing or diminiſhing 
the Counterpoiſe in the other Scale; is not a 
new real Quality, diſtin from its abſolute Gra- 
vity, though it occaſions a new Eyed; there 
being no Alteration at all made in the Veigbt 


it ſelf. The Power of the Eye to ſee, is not a 
real Quality of the hole Eye, but merely an 
._ abſtra Ne ſignifying a Tranſmitting and 


Refracting of the Rays of Light in a certain 
manner through its ſeveral Parts ; Which Ef- 
fect, by the 1nterpoſition or removal of an 
Opake Body, is deftroyed or renewed, with- 


_ but any Alteration at all in the Eye it ſelf. 


A Key, by having many new Locks made fit 
to it, A4 a new 4 of producing Ef- 
fects, which it could not before; and yet no 
new real Quality is produced, nor any Alte- 
ration at all made, in the Key it ſelf. And ſo 
univerſally of all Powers of this kind. If 
theſe Powers were any thing elſe, but mere 
abftra# Names; they would ſignify Qualities 


fubſiſting without any Subject at all; that is, 


ſuch as muſt themſelves be diſtinct Subſtances, 


3, 10 VIII. 


— 
—— — 


(45) 
n 


200 Conſcionſneſs is neither a mere ab- 


flracl Name, (ſuch as are the Powers 


mentioned in Prop. VII;) nor 4 
Power of exciting or occafioning dliffe- 
rent Modes in a foreign, Subſtance, 
(ſuch as are all the ſenſeble Qualities 
of Bodies, Prop. VI;) but a real 
Quality, truly and properly inbering 
in the Subject itſelf, the Thinking 
Subſtance. A 


If it was a mere abſtra# Name; it would be 
nothing at all in the Perſon that Thinks, or 
in the Thinking Subſtance itſelf ; but only a 
Notion framed by the imagination of ſome 
Other Being. For all thoſe Powers which are 
only abſfrat Names, are not at all in the Things 
whoſe Powers they are called ; but are only No- 

tions framed in Imagination, by the Mind 
that obſerves, compares,” and reafons about 
different Objets without itſelf. | 

If it was a Power of exciting or occaſioning diffe- 
rent Modes in a foreign Subſtance ; Then the 

Power of Thinking muſt be before in that foreign 

Subſtance ; and that foreign Subſtance alone 


would in reality be Conſcious, and not This 


which excites the different Modes in That 
foreign Subſtance, For the Power that is in 


One 


( 49 ) 
one Subſtance, of exciting different Modes 
in another Subſtance; preſi poſes neceſſarily 
in that other Subſtance the Fownd:tion of thoſe 
Modes. Thus in the Cafe of all the ſenſſhle 

Qualities of Bodies; the Power of Thinking is 
beforehand in that Being, wherein thoſe 
Qualities excite or occaſion different Modes of 
Thinking. 

ſt remains therefore, that it muſt of neceſſi- 
ty be a real Duality, truly and properly inhering 
in the Subject itſelf, the Thinking Subſtance ; there 
being no other Species of Powers or bie 
left, to which it can poſſibly be referred. And 
this indeed is of "oof as evident by every 
Man's Experience, as it can be rendred by 
any Explication or Proof whatſoever, 


IX. 


No real Quality can reſult from 
the Compoſition of different Qualities, 
ſo as to be a new Quality in the 


ſame Subject, of a different Kind or 
Species from all and cvery one of 


the Component Qualities. 


If it could, it would be a Creation of Some- 
thing out of Ncthing. From compound Motions, 
can ariſe nothing but Motion + From Magn. 
tudes, nothing but Magutude : From Figares, 
nothing but Figure - From compoſitions of 
Magnitude, Figure and Motion together; nothing 
but Magnitude, Figure and Motiou From Ale. 
* D 2 chanical 
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chanical Powers, nothing but Mechanical Powers : 


From a compoſition of Colowrs, nothing but 
Colour; which it ſelf (as appears by Microſ- 
copes) is ſtill the ſmph Colours of which it 
was compounded. From mixtures of Chymical 


 £iquors, nothing but Ferments 5 which are 


only mere Metions of the particles in mixing ; 
ſuch Motions as ariſe from the placing of ren 
and a Load:flone near each other. Gravity, is 


not a Quality of Matter, ariſing from its 


Texture or any other Powers in it; but merely 


an Endeavour to Motion, excited by ſome fo- 


reign Force or Power. Magnetiſm and Ele- 


Exicity, are not new Qualities, reſulting from 


different and unknown Powers; but merely e- 


miſſions of certain ſtreams of Matter,which pro- 


duce certain determinate Motions. Compoſiti- 
ons of Colours, can never contribute to produce a 
Sound ; nor compoſitions of Aſaguitude and Fi- 
gure to produce a Motion; nor neceſſary and de- 
termined Motions, to produce a free and indeter- 
mined Power of Self Motion; nor any Mecham- 
cal Powers whatſoever, to produce a Powey not 


Nec hanical. And the ſame muft of neceſſity 


hold umverſally true, of all Qualities and 
Powers whatſoever, whether known or un- 


known: Becauſe otherwiſe, as hath been 


before ſaid, there would in the Compound be 
Something created out of Nothiug. | g 


x. 


_ Conſciouſneſs therefore, being a 


real Quality, (P, op. VIIL,) and of a 


Kind 


» lh | bp, 


| Kind ſpecifieally different from all o- 
ther Qualities, whether known or 


unknown, which are themſelves ac- 
knowledged to be void of” Conſciouſ- 
neſs ; can never poſlibly reſult from 
any Compoſition of ſuch Qualities. 


This is as evident from the foregoing Pro. 
poſitions, as that a Sowd cannot be the reſult 
of a Mixture of Colours and Smells ; nor Ex- 
tenſion, the reſult of a compoſition of parts 
wextended ; nor Solidity the reſult of parts nat 
ſolid , whatever other different Qualities, 
known or unknown, thoſe conſtituent parts 
may be ſuppoſed to be endued with. 


Xt. 
No Individual Quality can be 


| transferred from one Subject to ano- 


ther, 
This 1s granted by All. , 
XII. 


The Spirits and Particles of the 
Brain, being looſe and in perpetual 
Flux, cannot therefore be the ſeat 
of that Conſcionſneſs, by which a 


Man 


— - — 
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Man not only remembers - things 
done many years f1 fi nce, but allo is 
Conſcious 'that He bimſelf, the ſame 
Individual Conſcious being, was the 
Doer of them. 


This follows evidently from the fore · 
going. 


XII.. 
The Conſciouſneſs that a Man has 


at one and the {ame time, 1s One 
Conſcionſmeſs : ; and not a HWultitude 


of Conſciouſneſſes ;, as the Solidity, 


Motion, or Colour of any bg of 
Matter, is a Multitude o diſtin& | 
Solidities, Motions, or Colours. 


This is granted by All, who deny that the 
particles ot the Brain, which they ſuppoſe to 
conſtivite a Conſcious Subſtance, are them- 
ſelves each of them Conſcious. 


XIV. 


Conſciouſ eſs therefore cannot at all 5 
reſ1 de 1 in the Subſtance of the Brain, 
or 


- TBY 

br Spirits," or in any other material 
Syſtem, as its Subject ; but muſt be 
a Quality of ſome Inmaterial Sub- 
flancss. 880 en 


This follows neceſſarily from the foregoing 
Propoſitions compared together. For ſince 
every poſſible Power of Matter, whether 
known or unkown, muſt needs be either, 1ſt, 

A real Quality of the Matter to which it is a- 
ribed ; and then it muſt inhere in the ſeveral 
diſtinct parts: Or, 2dly, a Power of exciting 
or occaſioning certain Modes in ſome other 
Subject; and then it is truly the Quality, 
not of the Matter, but of that other Sujet 
Or, zdly, a mere abſtract Name or Notion 
what is, properly ſpeaking, no real Quality at 
all, and inheres in no Subject af all: And 
Conſciouſneſs is acknowledged to be none of 
theſe : It tollows unavoidably, that it muſt of 
neceſſity be a Quality of ſome Immaterial Sub- 


ſtance, | 
XV. 

Difficulties that ariſe afterwards, 

concerning Other Qualities of that 


{mmaterial Subſtance, as Whether it 


be Extended or Unextended ; do not 
at all affect the preſent Argument. 


For 


Ta). 


For thus even abſtract Mathematics! De: q 


WED ; as thoſe 5 the 
a 0 e Eternty of God. 


Regs $oE 2385 * almoſt inſuperable | 


ies on the other fide: And. yet no 
Man, who underſtands thoſe Matters, thinks 

that thoſe Difficulties do at all weaken the. 
© Force, os diminiſh the Certainty of the De- 
| manſtratics;r, | 
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